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question be at all correct, this was an eleemo-
synary corporation, a private charity. The
property was private property. The trustees
were visitors, and the right to hold the char-
ter, administer the funds and visit and govern
the college was a franchise and privilege,
solemnly granted to them. The use being
public in no way diminishes their legal estate
in the property, or their title to the franchise.
There is no principle, nor any case, which de-
clares that a gift to such a corporation is a
gift to the public. The acts in question vio-
late property. They take away privileges,
immunities and franchises. They deny to the
trustees the protection of the law; and they
are retrospective in their operation. In all
which respects they are against the Constitu-
tion of New Hampshire.
The plaintiffs contend, in the second place,
that the acts in question are repugnant to
the tenth section of the first article of the
Constitution of the United States. The mate-
rial words of that section are: "No State
shall pass any bill of attainder, ex post facto
law, or law impairing the obligation of con-
tracts/'
The object of these most important provi-
sions in the national Constitution has often
been discust, both here and elsewhere. It is
exhibited with great clearness and force by
one of the distinguished persons who framed
that instrument. " Bills of attainder, ex post
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